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Wilbor vs. M‘Gillicuddy, - . - - - - 382 
Withers’s Heirs vs. His Executors, : - - - 363 





Williams vs. Barrow, - - - - - - - 587 


ALPHABETICAL &c. 


Wells’s Heirs vs. Compton et al., - 
Went vs. Morgan, Lt" et Se 
Wood et al. vs. Foster, eo Oe 
Wright ads. Gazzam ° . 
Young vs. Chaney, Beu% 
Young ads. Madry, 

Zino ads. Acosta - 

Zacharie ads, M‘Donough, 





